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Introduction

This guide was developed to assist educators in understanding and using the Fall 2008 Michigan Educational Assessment
Program (MEAP) assessment results.

Fall 2008 was the first time that two distinct and different forms of the MEAP test were used during the MEAP test cycle. The
initial test (Forms 1-10) and makeup test (Form 11) were administered on specific dates in their entirety.

MEAP reports include both individual-level reports (Parent Reports, Individual Student Reports, and Student Labels) and
aggregate-level reports (Class Rosters, Item Analysis Reports, Summary Reports, Demographic Reports, and Comprehensive
Reports). Performance level change continues to be reported for students in grades 4 through 8.

The aggregate reports are intended to reflect the data needed to meet the expectations of state and federal legislation. In
accordance with these mandates, separate aggregate results are provided for the following three student population groups: 1)
all students, 2) students with disabilities, and 3) all except students with disabilities.

The range of students’ performance level change is determined by dividing each of the MEAP performance levels (Not Proficient,
Partially Proficient, Proficient, and Advanced) into three sublevels (low, middle, and high), and tracking students’ transition
from one year to the next (e.g., from middle of the Not Proficient category in grade 3 to the top of the Partially Proficient
category in grade 4). The categories of change are: Significant Decline (SD), Decline (D), Maintaining (M) [formerly No
Change (N)], Improvement (1), and Significant Improvement (Sl).

Individual students’ performance level change can be reported for those students who were in the previous grade in Fall 2007,
took MEAP in both Fall 2007 and Fall 2008, and had a matching Unique Identification Code (UIC) for both Fall 2007 and Fall
2008. Performance level change is only reported on the MEAP reading, total English language arts (ELA), and mathematics tests
because they are given every year to students in grades 3 through 8. Performance level change is not reported for the writing
portion of the ELA test because it is not long enough to precisely categorize students’ year-to-year progress.

Student performance levels for the current and previous year and the change in achievement from grade-to-grade will be
reported in Individual Student Reports, Parent Reports, Summary Reports, and Class Rosters.

Reports included in the district and school packets are listed in the table on pages 3 and 4. Included in the table is a brief
description of each report, a list of the student populations represented in the report, and the report recipients. Detailed
descriptions and key components of the reports are provided in this document as well.

The Office of Educational Assessment and Accountability welcomes your comments and feedback. We are committed to
providing Michigan students, educators, parents, and other stakeholders an assessment program of the highest quality and
reliability.
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MEAP Released Items

The MEAP Released Items for Fall 2008 to be used with the MEAP reports are available for the MEAP initial test only (Forms
1-10) for each grade level and subject area assessed. The MEAP Released Items documents can be found on the MEAP
webpage at www.michigan.gov/meap. OEAA releases approximately 50% of each test. For those items not released, item
descriptors are provided in the MEAP Released Items documents. Items from the Fall 2008 MEAP makeup test (Form 11)
were not released.

Copyright permissions for the Fall 2008 English language arts reading selections did not include Internet permissions. Ten
printed copies of the MEAP Released Item Reading Selections for Grades 3 — 8 will be shipped to each school and district
with their MEAP reports.

If you have questions regarding the Fall 2008 MEAP Released Items please contact the Office of Educational Assessment
and Accountability:

Phone: 1-877-560-8378
Fax: 517-335-1186
Email: meap@michigan.gov
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Fall 2008 MEAP Reports — Grades 3—9

Reported
Report Purpose Population Distribution

Printed for individual students, this report provides a detailed

Individual description of the student’s performance on each strand and All Students Class/Group

Student Report benchmark (GLCE) assessed within each subject area, as well as School
the student's performance level change from the previous year.

Student Record Summarizes individual student achievement and performance All Students School

Label level change in all subject area tests in label format.
Printed for individual students, this report provides a summary

Parent Report description of the student’s performance by strand, for each All Students 1 copy to
subject area assessed. This report also contains information on School
the student’s performance level change.
Summary score information by class/group (if provided), for each

Class Roster All Students

strand and benchmark (GLCE) assessed within each subject area,
including detail information for each student assessed, as well as
reporting student performance level change.

Class/Group
School

Item Analysis
Report

A description of each released multiple choice and constructed
response item from the initial MEAP test (Forms 1-10), including
the primary Michigan benchmark measured by each item. This
report shows the percentage of students selecting each response
(MC), or scoring at each point (CR), and indicates item statistics
summarized by class/group, school, district, and state. Items
were not released from the MEAP Makeup Test, therefore an item
analysis report is not provided for the Fall 2008 MEAP Makeup
test (Form 11).

Separate reports
for all students,
students with
disabilities, and all
except students
with disabilities

Class/Group
School
District

State

Summary
Report

A comparative set of mean scale score information for each grade
level, summarized by school, district, ISD, and state. This report
also contains a summary of performance level change as well as
year-to-year transitions.

Separate reports
for all students,
students with
disabilities, and all
except students
with disabilities

School
District
ISD
State

MEAP Guide to Reports — Grades 3 — 9 3

Fall 2008




) A comparative set of mean scale score information for each Separate reports
Demographic grade, summarized by school, district, 1SD, and state. All subject | for all students, School
Report areas and levels of performance are reported for each students with District
demographic subgroup with at least 10 students. disabilities, and all ISD
except students State
with disabilities
Summary score information is provided in each subject area. The
Comprehensive | pistrict Comprehensive Report will provide summary score All Students District
Report information for the district and each school within the district. The ISD
ISD Comprehensive Report provides summary score information
for the ISD, followed by each public school district, and Public
School Academy (PSA) within the ISD.
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Section 1
Scoring

Introduction

Regardless of the specific measurement model or scoring approach utilized, all of the processes employed to assess overall
student performance begin at the item level. There are two types of items on the MEAP, multiple choice (MC) and constructed
response (CR). Item scores are used to create sub-content area scores (i.e., strand scores) and are used in the statistical
models and transformations that result in scale scores.

Multiple Choice Item Scores

The majority of the MEAP tests are comprised of MC items. On these items, students select from the available options, only
one of which is a correct response to the item. Students who select only the correct option receive a score of one (1) on a
multiple choice item. Students who select one of the incorrect options, multiple options, or did not respond receive a score of
zero (0). The string of responses from the multiple choice items (e.g. 1,0,0,0,1,...,1) serve as partial input for the statistical
models used to derive scale scores. All multiple choice items are scanned and scored by computer.

Constructed-Response Item Scores

All constructed response items requiring extended written responses are evaluated by human scorers. The technique used in
English language arts (ELA) is holistic scoring; the most widely used scoring method for large-scale assessments. Guided by
precise criteria, scorers review a response for an overall or ‘whole’ impression and assign a score. The technique used in
mathematics and science is analytic scoring in which responses must meet specific criteria. Extensive professional practice and
research have refined and validated the critical steps that ensure consistency in scoring. Scorers are trained to evaluate
writing, not writers. Scorers are trained to ignore extraneous factors such as neatness and to focus on the strengths of
responses rather than the weaknesses. During the scoring process, periodic quality control checks are in place to ensure that
scorers are evaluating responses consistently. Due to the high-stakes nature of these large-scale assessments, OEAA staff
members have taken every step possible to minimize scoring subjectivity.

Measurement Incorporated is the contractor for the hand scoring process. All written responses are hand scored by a trained

scorer that has received extensive training. The scorer must pass a qualifying test before being permitted to score student
responses.
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Scoring information for the English language arts (ELA) constructed response items follows this section. In mathematics and
science, a unique scoring rubric is created for each constructed response item. Therefore, the math and science scoring rubrics
are not included in this document.

Specific score point descriptions and sample student papers will be available at the MEAP web page, under Released Items
(www.michigan.gov/meap).

Scale Scores

With the exception of overall ELA, MEAP scale scores are created from statistical scoring models that make use of each
student’s responses to both the multiple choice (MC) and constructed response (CR) items. The purpose is to model students’
overall achievement on each subject. The MEAP ELA scale score is a weighted average (1/3 writing, 2/3 reading) of the MEAP
writing scale score and the MEAP reading scale score for the student. MEAP scale scores are equated from year-to-year and
form-to-form, meaning that any differences in the difficulty of items from one year to the next or from one form to the next
are accounted for in the calculations of the scale score for the current cycle. Therefore, MEAP scale scores from the same
grade and subject can be compared against each other regardless of the year or form of the test the student took.

With the exception of writing, for every subject on the MEAP assessment, a simple Item Response Theory (IRT) model (the
Rasch Partial Credit (1-parameter) model) is used to determine the students’ ability estimates. The use of this model results in
a table for each subject area that describes a one-to-one relationship between the number of points earned by a student and
the scale score earned by a student.

A more sophisticated IRT model: the Generalized Partial Credit (3-parameter) model has been applied to MEAP writing. This
model takes into account the level of guessing on the multiple choice items. It also incorporates differences in information
about student achievement provided by different items. This model is well-researched, well-validated, and well-implemented
in many testing programs.

In this more sophisticated model, there is still a strong relationship between the number of points earned and the scale score
received by an individual student, but it is no longer a one-to-one relationship. Students who earn the same number of points
will not necessarily have the same scale score, although the scale scores will be similar. Three concrete examples are given
below showing how this can occur:

A. Jim and Sue both earned 40 out of 50 points, but Sue earned a higher scale score. For the most part, both Jim and Sue
got the same items right and wrong, but there were some items on which they differed. The items that only Sue
answered correctly tended to be much more difficult than the items that only Jim answered correctly. As a result, Sue’s
scale score was higher than Jim’s.

B. Jane and John both earned 25 out of 50 points, but Jane earned a higher scale score. For the most part, both John and
Jane got the same items right and wrong, but there were some items on which they differed. The few items that only
Jane answered correctly provide a lot of information about whether a student is a high achiever. The items that only
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John answered correctly were less informative about students’ level of achievement. Therefore, Jane’s scale score was
slightly higher than John’s.

C. Betty and Bill both earned 29 out of 50 points, but Bill earned a higher scale score. For the most part, both Bill and
Betty got the same items right and wrong, but there were some items on which they differed. The few items that only
Betty answered correctly had correct answers that were relatively easy to guess. On the other hand, the items that
only Bill answered correctly had correct answers that were quite difficult to guess. Therefore, Bill's scale score was
slightly higher than Betty’s.

In the MEAP writing scoring model, it is the pattern of correct and incorrect responses (on multiple choice items) coupled with
the differing values earned on the constructed response items that determines a student’s scale score rather than the number
of points earned by that student. This reflects that there are many different ways to earn the same number of points, some of
which indicate greater achievement than others.

Performance Level

MEAP scale scores within each subject area can be described in ranges. The labels applied to these ranges are known as
performance levels. The MEAP performance levels are: (1) Advanced, (2) Proficient, (3) Partially Proficient, and (4) Not
Proficient. The divisions between the levels are often referred to as cut scores or standards.

The cut scores are recommended by a panel comprised of educators and other stakeholders throughout the state in a process
known as standard setting. To set these standards, the panel uses detailed descriptions of what students in each of the
performance levels should know and be able to do. Based upon these detailed descriptions and actual assessment items, the
panel recommends the score that best separates each performance level from the next to the Michigan Superintendent of Public
Instruction. The Superintendent of Public Instruction then recommends the results of the standard setting (or modifications of
these standards) to the Michigan State Board of Education (SBE). The SBE is the authority who approves the final cut scores
and performance level ranges.

While the performance level descriptors necessarily differ by grade and subject area, student achievement, as defined by the

obtained performance level, can be reasonably compared across subjects within a grade. Such a comparison could be used to
indicate whether students are meeting Michigan performance expectations in each subject.
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Scoring the English Language Arts (ELA) Assessment
Grades 3—8
Fall 2008

Each English language arts (ELA) assessment contains a mixture of item types. Every grade level assessment includes multiple
choice items and two items that require students to write a response:

e Prompt for Writing from Knowledge and Experience
e Peer Response to a Student Writing Sample

Because each prompt requires a different type of response, there is a separate scoring rubric for each of the prompts (pages
9-10).

All responses are scored as rough drafts and not as polished pieces of writing. Each response is scored by one scorer, with
20% of the student responses scored by a second scorer for quality control purposes.

Writing
e The Writing from Knowledge and Experience prompt is scored holistically using a six-point writing rubric.
e The Peer Response to the Student Writing Sample is scored based upon a four-point writing rubric.
e The scores earned on the above two constructed response items are added together, contributing up to 10 of the 23
possible points of a student’s overall writing score.
¢ The remaining third of the writing test is comprised of 13 multiple-choice writing items, each worth one point.
e For writing, the four performance levels (e.g., Advanced, Proficient, etc.) are set on the total of 23 possible points.

Reading

e The two new short reading responses (3-points each) were field tested and therefore do not contribute to a students’
score for Fall 2008.

Total ELA Score

e The total ELA scale scores are calculated using a weighted average (two-thirds reading, one-third writing) of each
individual student’s reading and writing scale scores.

e Total ELA performance level cut scores are also determined by using a weighted average of the scale score cuts for
reading and writing.

e« A student must have a valid reading score and a valid writing score to obtain a total ELA score.
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Fall 2008 English Language Arts Assessment
Grades 3-8
Writing from Knowledge and Experience
Scoring Rubric and Condition Codes

6 The writing is exceptionally clear and focused. Ideas and content are thoroughly developed with relevant details and
examples where appropriate. The writer’s control over organization and the connections between ideas moves the reader
smoothly and naturally through the text. The writer shows a mature command of language including precise word choice
that results in a compelling piece of writing. Tight control over language use and mastery of writing conventions contribute
to the effect of the response.

5 The writing is clear and focused. Ideas and content are well developed with relevant details and examples where
appropriate. The writer’s control over organization and the connections between ideas effectively moves the reader through
the text. The writer shows a command of language including precise word choice. The language is well controlled, and
occasional lapses in writing conventions are hardly noticeable.

4 The writing is generally clear and focused. Ideas and content are developed with relevant details and examples where
appropriate, although there may be some unevenness. The response is generally coherent, and its organization is
functional. The writer’'s command of language, including word choice, supports meaning. Lapses in writing conventions are
not distracting.

3 The writing is somewhat clear and focused. ldeas and content are developed with limited or partially successful use of
examples and details. There may be evidence of an organizational structure, but it may be artificial or ineffective.
Incomplete mastery over writing conventions and language use may interfere with meaning some of the time. Vocabulary
may be basic.

2 The writing is only occasionally clear and focused. Ideas and content are underdeveloped. There may be little evidence of
organizational structure. Vocabulary may be limited. Limited control over writing conventions may make the writing difficult
to understand.

1 The writing is generally unclear and unfocused. Ideas and content are not developed or connected. There may be no
noticeable organizational structure. Lack of control over writing conventions may make the writing difficult to understand.

O The response was not able to be scored.

Condition codes:

A Off topic or insufficient

B Written in a language other than English or illegible
C Blank
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Fall 2008 English Language Arts Assessment
Grades 3-8
Writing: Peer Response to a Student Writing Sample
Scoring Rubric and Condition Codes

The response clearly and fully addresses the task and demonstrates an understanding of the effective elements of writing
that are relevant to the task. Ideas are supported by relevant, specific details from the student writing sample. There may
be surface feature errors, but they do not interfere with meaning.

The response addresses the task and demonstrates some understanding of the effective elements of writing that are
relevant to the task. ldeas are somewhat supported with a mix of general and specific relevant details from the student
writing sample. There may be surface feature errors, but they do not interfere with meaning.

The response demonstrates limited ability to address the task and may show limited understanding of the effective elements
of writing that are relevant to the task. Ideas may be supported with vague and/or partially relevant details from the
student writing sample. There may be surface features that partially interfere with meaning.

The response demonstrates an attempt to address the task with little, if any, understanding of the effective elements of
writing that are relevant to the task. The response may include generalizations about the student writing sample with few, if
any, details. There may be surface feature errors that interfere with meaning.

The response was not able to be scored.

Condition codes:
A Off topic or insufficient

B
C

Written in a language other than English or illegible
Blank

D Summarizes, revises, and/or copies the student sample, making no connection to the question asked
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Michigan Educational Assessment Program
Fall 2008 English Language Arts Assessment
Grades 3-8

Comment Codes

In addition to the holistic scores, students may receive feedback in the form of a comment code on their response to the
Writing from Knowledge and Experience prompt. Students receiving a O score will not receive a comment code. Numerical
codes representing the comments are as follows:

Writing from Knowledge and Experience

Lacks focus on one central idea.

Demonstrates limited control over sentence structure, vocabulary and/or conventions.

Needs details and examples to adequately develop the ideas and content.

Lacks coherent organization and/or connections between ideas.

Needs richer development of the central idea with some additional, relevant details and examples to get a higher score.
Needs tighter control of organization and/or the connections among ideas to get a higher score.

Needs greater precision and maturity of language use to get a higher score.

© N O ok WNPE

Earned the highest score point of 6.
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MEAP Score Categories and Scale Score Ranges

Fall 2008 — Grades 3 — 9

Level 4 Level 3 Level 2 Level 1

Subject Grade Not Proficient Partially Proficient Proficient Advanced

3 198 - 278 279 - 299 300 - 326 327 - 416

4 276 - 377 378 - 399 400 - 431 432 — 538

Mathematics 5 353 - 476 477 - 499 500 - 526 527 - 658

6 472 - 579 580 - 599 600 - 621 622 - 757

7 572 - 675 676 - 699 700 - 721 722 — 857

8 682 - 783 784 - 799 800 - 819 820 - 955

3 196 - 279 280 - 299 300 - 337 338 -419

4 284 - 372 373 - 399 400 - 442 443 - 526

. 5 386 - 481 482 - 499 500 - 537 538 - 619
Reading

6 493 - 579 580 - 599 600 - 637 638 - 717

7 577 - 683 684 - 699 700 - 737 738 - 825

8 679 - 779 780 - 799 800 - 833 834 - 916

3 254 - 273 274 - 299 300 - 356 357 - 409

4 345 - 351 352 - 399 400 - 453 454 - 500

Writing 5 450 - 466 467 - 499 500 - 559 560 - 613

6 561 - 578 579 - 599 600 - 654 655 - 664

7 652 - 675 676 - 699 700 - 762 763 - 768

8 753 - 782 783 - 799 800 - 844 845 - 862

3 215 - 276 277 - 299 300 - 341 342 - 416

4 304 - 368 369 - 399 400 - 445 446 - 518

ELA 5 407 - 474 475 - 499 500 - 542 543 - 617

6 516 - 573 574 - 599 600 - 641 642 - 699

7 602 - 678 679 - 699 700 - 744 745 - 806

8 704 - 777 778 - 799 800 - 837 838 - 898

Science 5 346 - 475 476 - 499 500 - 532 533 - 664

8 659 - 780 781 - 799 800 - 831 832 - 961

Social 6 471 - 586 587 - 599 600 - 618 619 - 723

Studies 9 765 - 880 881 - 899 900 - 928 929 - 1037
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Ranges within MEAP Performance Levels

Because English language arts (ELA) and mathematics are assessed in grades 3 through 8, it is possible to track changes in
individual students’ achievement from grade-to-grade. In writing, because the assessment is short, precision is limited to
tracking transitions between the four performance levels (Not Proficient, Partially Proficient, Proficient, and Advanced).
However, in reading, mathematics, and overall ELA, the assessments are long enough to allow for more precise tracking of
changes in student achievement. In these subjects, it is now possible to track smaller changes in student performance (for
example, a transition from the low range of the Partially Proficient category to the high range of that same category). These
small ranges are presented in the table below.

2 Ranges
o Not Proficient Partially Proficient Proficient Advanced
Subject | O Low Mid High Low Mid High Low Mid High Low Mid High
3 | 215-243 | 244-261 | 262-276 | 277-284 | 285-291 | 292-299 | 300-313 | 314-326 | 327-341 | 342-360 | 361-384 | 385-410
4 | 304-332 | 333-352 | 353-368 | 369-379 | 380-389 | 390-399 | 400-413 | 414-427 | 428-445 | 446-464 | 465-487 | 488-518
< 5 | 407-443 | 444-460 | 461-474 | 475-483 | 484-491 | 492-499 | 500-514 | 515-528 | 529-542 | 543-557 | 558-576 | 577-613
w 6 | 497-543 | 544-559 | 560-573 | 574-582 | 583-590 | 591-599 | 600-613 | 614-627 | 628-641 | 642-657 | 658-678 | 679-718
7 | 584-644 | 645-662 | 663-678 | 679-685 | 686-692 | 693-699 | 700-714 | 715-729 | 730-744 | 745-760 | 761-779 | 780-819
8 | 683-749 | 750-765 | 766-777 | 778-785 | 786-792 | 793-799 | 800-811 | 812-823 | 824-837 | 838-851 | 852-869 | 870-915
3 | 198-239 | 240-259 | 260-278 | 279-285 | 286-292 | 293-299 | 300-308 | 309-317 | 318-326 | 327-344 | 345-368 | 369-416
4 | 276-336 | 337-357 | 358-377 | 378-385 | 386-392 | 393-399 | 400-410 | 411-420 | 421-431 | 432-449 | 450-470 | 471-538
-CFE 5 | 353-429 | 430-454 | 455-476 | 477-484 | 485-492 | 493-499 | 500-508 | 509-517 | 518-526 | 527-545 | 546-569 | 570-658
= 6 | 472-535 | 536-558 | 559-579 | 580-586 | 587-592 | 593-599 | 600-607 | 608-614 | 615-621 | 622-640 | 641-662 | 663-757
7 | 572-632 | 633-654 | 655-675 | 676-683 | 684-691 | 692-699 | 700-707 | 708-714 | 715-721 | 722-739 | 740-761 | 762-857
8 | 682-739 | 740-763 | 764-783 | 784-789 | 790-794 | 795-799 | 800-806 | 807-812 | 813-819 | 820-839 | 840-861 | 862-955
3 | 196-244 | 245-264 | 265-279 | 280-286 | 287-292 | 293-299 | 300-309 | 310-323 | 324-337 | 338-357 | 358-389 | 390-419
o 4 | 284-336 | 337-357 | 358-372 | 373-385 | 386-392 | 393-399 | 400-410 | 411-424 | 425-442 | 443-462 | 463-490 | 491-526
-% 5 | 386-442 | 443-464 | 465-481 | 482-487 | 488-493 | 494-499 | 500-511 | 512-523 | 524-537 | 538-554 | 555-579 | 580-619
§ 6 | 493-535 | 536-563 | 564-579 | 580-586 | 587-593 | 594-599 | 600-610 | 611-621 | 622-637 | 638-655 | 656-684 | 685-717
7 | 577-636 | 637-664 | 665-683 | 684-689 | 690-694 | 695-699 | 700-711 | 712-723 | 724-737 | 738-759 | 760-789 | 790-825
8 | 679-739 | 740-763 | 764-779 | 780-786 | 787-793 | 794-799 | 800-809 | 810-820 | 821-833 | 834-849 | 850-874 | 875-916
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MEAP Performance Level Change Table

In reading, overall English language arts (ELA), and mathematics, the four performance levels have each been divided into
three ranges (low, mid, and high) as described on the previous page to enable the more precise tracking of changes in student
performance. The table below delineates each of the transitions a student can demonstrate on these MEAP subjects from year-
to-year. On the left-hand side of the table is the previous year’s MEAP achievement, divided into the various ranges of the
performance levels. Across the top of the table is the current year’s MEAP achievement. This table is the same for all applicable
grades and subjects. Each student’s change in performance can be described as fitting into one of the cells by looking at the
combination of the performance in the previous and current grades. For example, a student who scored in the low Proficient
range both last year and this year would fit in the cell with an M.

Each transition in the table is also categorized as a Significant Decline (SD), a Decline (D), Maintaining (M) [formerly No
Change (N)], an Improvement (I), or a Significant Improvement (Sl). These categories reflect whether students are
changing in their performance relative to increasing expectations across grades.

Grade X+1 MEAP Achievement
Not Partially
Grade X MEAP Proficient Proficient Proficient Advanced

Achievement Low Mid High Low Mid High Low Mid High Low Mid | High

Low M | I Sl Sl Sl Sl Sl Sl Sl Sl Sl

Prol;li(;cent Mid D M I I Sl Sl Sl Sl Sl Sl Sl Sl

High D D M | I Sl Sl Sl Sl Sl Sl Sl

. Low SD D D M I I Sl Sl Sl Sl Sl Sl

partially g sb | sb D D M | ! S| S| S| sI sI

High SD SD SD D D M I I Sl Sl Sl Sl

Low SD SD SD SD D D M I | Sl Sl Sl

Proficient Mid SD SD SD SD SD D D M | I Sl Sl

High SD SD SD SD SD SD D D M | I Sl

Low SD SD SD SD SD SD SD D D M I I

Advanced Mid SD SD SD SD SD SD SD SD D D M I

High SD SD SD SD SD SD SD SD SD D D M
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Section 2
Report Descriptions
Michigan Educational Assessment Program (MEAP)
Sample Reports
Fall 2008

The sample reports included in this Guide to Reports are intended to provide examples of the report formats, data
organization, and types of information contained in each report.

These sample reports were printed prior to availability of real data. Data contained in these sample reports do not refer to any
specific assessment item, or any specific student, school, or district.
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Individual Student Report (I1SR)

The intent of the MEAP Individual Student Report (ISR) is to provide detailed performance information for each student
assessed to teachers and other school personnel. This report is designed to help educators identify the academic strengths of
their students and the areas that may need improvement. Schools may include these reports in student record files.

Section A identifies the title of the report, the subject area, the grade level, form of the test taken (initial or makeup), and the
assessment cycle. The teacher name and class/group code (if provided by the district) and the names of the school and district
are also provided.

Section B contains student identification and demographic information, as well as a summary of the student’s performance in
that subject area. The specific identification and demographic fields reported are:

e Student Name

o District Student ID

e Date of Birth

e State Student UIC

e Gender

e Ethnicity

e English Language Learner

e Formerly LEP

e Special Education

e Accommodations Type

The Summary of Results include the student’s scale score performance level for the current year, the performance level
attained in the previous year, and the performance level change, if applicable.

Section C provides detailed information on the individual student’s performance for each released assessment item on the
initial test (Forms 1-10). The number of points earned out of the total number of points possible is reported for each strand
assessed. Each strand is further subdivided into the primary Michigan benchmarks assessed.

The following information is provided for each benchmark:

e the GLCE code and descriptor

¢ the item number in the MEAP Released Items document (initial form only)

e the student’s response to that item number — the Response Code legend is provided in the lower left corner of
the ISR

e the number of points earned out of the total number of points possible for that benchmark

Please note the following when using the data on the ISR:

e Future Core items do not contribute to the student’s score. The item number and student response are
reported, however no individual student score is calculated or reported for these items.

« Fall 2008 MEAP Released Item documents for each grade level and subject area are posted on the MEAP
website at www.michigan.gov/meap.
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Note: Items from the Fall 2008 MEAP makeup test (Form 11) were not released. Therefore, the ISR for students who used
the MEAP makeup test will reflect only the total points earned and points possible listed by benchmark/GLCE (C1). A sample
of an ISR for the Makeup test is provided on page 19.

Section D provides constructed response data for applicable subject areas. Comment and condition codes are reported for the
Writing from Knowledge and Experience portion of the ELA test. Only condition codes are provided for the Peer Response to the
Student Writing Sample and science constructed response items. These codes are described on pages 11 of this document.
Students receiving a score of O will receive only condition codes.

Copyright permissions for the Fall 2008 ELA Reading Selections did not include Internet permissions. Ten printed copies of the
Released Item Reading Selections for Grades 3—8 will be shipped to each school and district with their final reports.
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INDIVIDUAL STUDENT

N

MICHIGAN

Department of, ~#
Education Grade 07
District Nama: SAMPLE DISTRICT Fall 2008

Digtrict Code: 00000
Student Hame: LASTNA

S TNAME, MI

English Language Arts, Initial Form

REPORT

Teacher Name :
Class/Group - 0000
Schaool Name : SAMPLE SCHOOL
School Code - 00000

Summary of English Language Arts (ELA) Results

meaQ

Michigan Educational Assessment

STHAME, FIRSTHAME

Disfrict Student [D: 12345 fite of Birth: MM/DDM Y'Y State UIC: 1234567890 - 008 Achievament 2007 Achievement 2007 — 2008
Gender: M Fhnicity: White, not of Hispanic Crigin Subject Score Performance Level” Performance Level® Performance Level Change
English Language Learner: N Farmerly LEP:- N SpecEd: M Total ELA | 729 2M-Proficient ZM-Proficient Maintaining
Accommodations: Reading-hene; Writing-None Reading | 730 2H-Proficient 2H-Proficient Maintaining
Wiiting 727 2-Proficient 2-Proficient
Released Item Information Released Item Information
STRAND . DOMAIN or . Released ltem Mumber E:sn.s'ﬁ;’lé STRAND . DOMAIN or . Released ltem Mumber E:::G’Ié
or Code Abbreviated GLCE Descriptor and Response Paints or Code Abbreviated GLCE Descriptor and Response Paints
READING fn "\ 22030 WRITING 17123
WORD STUDY I - ) | m WRITING GEMRES 36
R.W5.06.07 | Use strategies to determine meaning \_ _j 4+ " W.GN.08.01| Produce writing wi or 1D genre characteristics + 44 + 212
- W.GN.08.02| Produce writing wi or ID org. that supports ideas 451 104
MARRATIVE TEXT 34
RNT.05.02 | Analyze elements and style of narrative genres S+ 11+ 2/2 WRITING PROCESS 912
R.NT.05.03 | Analyze dialogus/plotthemes/climax/characters 13+ ik W.PR.0G.01 | Consider audience and purpose for writing M4 40 A El
Analyze author's craft used to develop plot 4D M1 W.PR.06.03 | Revise drafts for clarity, coherence and consistency 32+ 22+ 26+
W.PR.0G.03| Revise drafts for clarity, coherence and consistency 39+ 4j4
INFORMATIONAL TEXT 56 W.PR.0G.04 | Write to meet the needs of an audience 35 + 141
RAT.0E.01 | Analyze elementsiatyle of informafional genre i7C 18+ 19+ 23
FLIT.0B.0Z | Analyze organizational pattsms 7+ m PERSOMAL STYLE 2i2
RAT.0E.03 | Explain how authors enhancs understanding 1+ 8+ 242 W.PES 08.01 | IDfexhibit stylefvoice to enhance written message ar+ 28+ 212
COMPREHENSION 13/19 GRAMMAR AND USAGE 11
R.CM.DE.0T | Connect understanding to world themes/perspectives | 7T+ 1" W.GR.0E.01 | Wiite with or 1D correct grammar and usage 42+ 11
R.CM.06.02 | Readiretelllsummarize texts I+ 2+ 204
R.CM.DE.02 | Readiretell/summarize texts 21+ 22 + 23D 415 SPELLING 22
R.CM.DE.D3 | State themesitrutha/principles winlacross texts BA 10+ 12+ W.EP.DE.O1 | Spell frequently miszpelled words correcily EE 43+ 212
R.CM.DE.02 | State themesitruths/principles winlacross texts 15+ 16 + 24 +
R.CM.DE.03 | State themesitrutha/principles winlacross texts 25D 26+ 2TA
R.CM.OE .03 | State themesitrutha/prnciples wiinfacross texts 28+ 28C a0+ anz
N
) Released| Eamed |
Code D Constructed Response ltern | Passible l:orn_n:hems or
P Mumber | Points Candition Code
W.GN.0E.02) Produce writing wi or ID crg. that supports ideas 45 104
W.PR.0G.01) Consider audience and purpose for writing k! 4/5 3
Response codes: + = Comect: AB,C,D = Incomrect; M = Multiple Answers Chosen; blank = Student Omitied; * LM, and H indicate scores near the (Ljow, (Middle, or (Hligh end of the performance levels.
0,1,2,...= CR Scors # The writing test is not long encugh to precisely categonze students’ year-io-year progress.
Page 385 of 444 Fall 2005 Run Date: MMDDNYYY P
MEAP Guide to Reports — Grades 3 — 9 18 Fall 2008



INDIVIDUAL STUDENT REPORT

Mathematics, Makeup Form

MICHIGAN N\
Education

District Mame: SAMPLE DISTRICT
District Codenoono:

Student Mame: LASTMNAME, FIR

District Student 1D:12345 Dae

Gender-h

English Language Learnsr: M

ATVIE, MI
of Bith:MM/DDY Y Y'Y

Grade 04
Fall 2008

State UIC:122455789

Ethinicity: White, not of Hispanic Origin

Formery LEP: M

Accommodations: Mathematies-Maone

SpecEd: N

Teacher Mame
Class/Group :
School Mame
School Code

Summary of Mathematics Results

mlichigan Bducational Assessment

LASTMAME, FIRSTNAME

oooo
“SAMPLE SCHOOL
00000

Subject

Scorg

2008 Achlevemeant
Parformance Lavel*

2007 Achlevement
Farformance Lawval*

2007 —» 2008
Performance Level Change

hathematics

452

1M-Advanced

1M-Advanced

Maintaining

GLCE STRAND or Abbreviated GLCE Descriptor Earned | Possible GLCE STRAND or Abbreviated GLCE Descriptor Earned ! Possible
Cade Points Code Paints

CORE NUMBER & OPERATION oy 19/20
N.FL.0Z.08 [Add and subtract thru 998 wiregrouping, 8208 wic Jf o= g 22 EXTENDED| MEASUREMENT 12
M.FL.03.07 | Estimate sum / difference of two 3-digit numbers ‘ w il 22 M.PS.03.13 | Solve preblems about perimeterfarea of rectangles [l |
N.FL.02.11 | Find products to 10 X 10 and related guotienis \ 2 M_IN.03.07 | Distinguish between units of length, area in coniext M

Read and write numbers to 10,000 e 22

ldentify place value of digit in a number 272 EXTENDED| GEQOMETRY 22
N.ME .03 18 | Understand meaning & terminclogy of fractions 212 3.35.02.01 | Identify points, line segments, lines and distance nm
M.ME.03.21 | Understand meaning of 0.50 & 0.25 related to maoney 22 G.35.02.04 | Identify, describe, compare, classify 2-0 shapes 1M1
MN.MR.D2.02 | Use x and 7 to show the inverse relationship 212
N.MRA.02.10 | Recognize mulfiplication and division situations 112 EXTENDED| DATA & PROBABILITY i1
MN.MR.02.15 | Identify operation for problem and solve 22 D.RE.03.01 | Read & interpret horizontal and vertical bar graphs 111
CORE MEASUREMENT 11z FUTURE |MUMBER & OPERATION
M.FS.02.11 | Add and subtract money in dollars and cents 22 MN.MR.02.12 | Find solutions to open sentences that use x and ?
M_UM.02.01 | Use common measures of length, weight, time 212
MUML02.02 | Measurs in mixed units within measurement system 212
M.LM.02.03 | Use relationships between sizes of standard units 212
M_UM.02.04 | Know benchmark temperatures; compare cooleriwarmer 212
M.UMLD2.05 | Calculate area and perimeter of square & rectangle 112
CORE GECOMETRY 474
(3.G3.03.08 | Identify, descrbe, classify familiar 3-0 solids 212
3.5R.02.05 | Compose and decompose triangles and rectangles 212
CORE DATA & PROBABILITY 214
D.RE.03.02 | Read scales on axes. |dentify the max, min, rangs 112
D.RE.03.03 | Salve problems using bar graphs, compare graphs 112
EXTENDED| NUMBER & OPERATION 103
MN.ME.03.03 | Compare and crder numbers up to 10,000 1M
MN.ME.03.17 | Recognize, name and use equivalent fractions oM
M_MR.02.20 | Medel +, - of fractions on number ling 1

* LM, and H indicate scores nzar the (Liow, (Miiddle, or (H)igh end of the performance levels.
Page 35 of 50 Fall 20058 Fun Date:MM/DDYYYY 2
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Student Record Label

A Student Record Label is provided for each student assessed during the Fall 2008 cycle. The labels are mailed to the school
for placement in the student record file (CA-60).

Section A contains the district name and code and the school name and code.

Section B contains the student’s name, student’s state unique identifier code (UIC#), district student ID number (STU#) if
provided by the school, date of birth, gender, ethnicity, grade, and test cycle.

Section C contains the MEAP Subject areas assessed, the scale score (SS) received, the Performance Level the student
attained in each subject area, and the Performance Level Change reported for the student.

Performance Level

Level 1 — Advanced

Level 2 — Proficient

Level 3 — Partially Proficient
Level 4 — Not Proficient

Performance Level Change
SD — Significant Decline

D — Decline
M — Maintaining
I — Improvement

S| — Significant Improvement
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LASTHAME, FIRSTHMAL 00000 Sampla District LASTNAME, FIRSTHAME 00000 Sample District
UlCs 1234567803 o 00000 Sample School UIC# 1234567895 00000 Sample Schaal
sTU# 000000 STU= DDOOODD
DOR AMDDMAYY Y] Subjec 55 Performance Level pgé'ﬁ“' DOE MMWDOYYYY]  Subject 55 Performance Lewvel pgl-t;-.lf-.em
Goender - M Mathematics | 352 L Adyanced Gander - M Mathematics | 500 | Proficient M
Ethnicity - 2 Science { C \ Ethnicity - 3 Science 535 | Advanced
Grade - 3 secial studies |\ [/ Grade - 5 Sacial Studies
Fall 2008 ELAReading | 230 | Rdvanced Fall 2008 ELAReading | 519 | Profident D
me Q | ELAWriting | 308 | Profident meo | EL&Writing | 518 | Proficient
I ELA Total 29 Proficient ELA Tuotal 519 Proficient ]
LASTNAME, FIRSTHAME 00000 Sample District LASTHMAME, FIRSTHNAME 00000 Sample District
UIC# 12345675048 00000 Sample School UICe 1234567597 00000 Sample School
STug 000000 5TU# 000000
DOE MWDOMY Y] Subject 55 Performance Level PerfLevel DOB -MMCONY Y Subject 55 Performance Lews Perf Lewvel
B : Change - g Change
Gender - F Mathematics | 202 | Partially Proficient M Gendar - M Mathematics | 807 [ Proficient M
Ethnicity - 3 Science Ethinicity - 3 Science
Grade - 4 Social Studies Grade - & Social Studies | 612 | Proficient
Fall 2008 ELA Reading 38 | Partially Proficient MM Fall 2008 ELA Reading £33 Acdvanced ]
meop’ ELA Writing 370 | Partially Proficient meop’ ELA Writing 815 | Proficient
I ELA Total 382 | Partially Proficient MM | ELA Total 630 Proficient |
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Parent Report

The intent of the Parent Report is to provide a summary description of their student’s performance in each subject area
assessed on the MEAP. This report is designed to help parents and guardians identify the academic strengths of their student
and areas that may need improvement. Information from this report may be helpful when discussing academic progress of the
student with the classroom teacher(s).

Section A identifies the title of the report, the grade the student was in when the assessment was administered, the
assessment cycle, the district name and code, and the school name and code where the student was enrolled in at the time
the assessment was administered.

Section B provides the name and Unique ldentification Code (UIC) of the student.

Section C provides general description of the performance levels reported for each subject.

Section D provides a brief introductory letter from the Superintendent of Public Instruction addressed to the parent or
guardian of the student describing the purpose of the MEAP and summarizing information contained in the Parent Report.

Section E provides the student’s scale score in each subject area assessed for the current year. The performance level
obtained in mathematics, reading, writing, and total ELA are provided for the current and previous year.

Section F provides space for address labels so the Parent Report can be mailed to students’ homes.

Section G provides information about the MEAP assessments and instruction on how to find additional information on the
MEAP assessments.

Sections H1-H5 describes how the student performed in each subject area, total points earned and total points possible on
each subject area strand. A brief explanation for each subject area provides the performance level score the student attained
and the accompanying scale score, as well as information on how the student’s performance relates to Michigan standards. For
example, if a student received a Level 2 on the eighth grade mathematics assessment, that student is “Proficient” and has met
grade level expectation for Michigan students. For students taking the English language arts (ELA) assessment, the scores and
performance levels have been divided into reading, writing, and total English language arts (ELA) score which is a combined
performance level for reading and writing. The total ELA score is weighted two thirds reading, one third writing.

Section 1 provides information on students’ performance level from grade to grade in mathematics, reading and total ELA.

Note: The MEAP results for individual students are most reliable and valid at the overall subject area scale score level. These
scale scores also are reliably associated with a performance level. Parents can have confidence that the reported subject area
scale scores and performance levels provide accurate information for each subject.
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Student scores for strands are also provided in these Parent Reports. These are less reliable measures than subject scores and
performance levels because there are fewer items within strands than on the total subject test. These results provide an
approximate measure of the level of performance of the student.

Parents should be careful in drawing conclusions about a student’s strengths or weaknesses at the strand level. It is more

appropriate to use this strand information together with classroom assessment data, teacher provided information, and other
performance information to guide learning activities.
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defined In the Michigan Curriculum Framework. Maore hrurmnun a
MEAP asseszmeants can be found a7 wars.michigan govimeap. Ad
Information about the Michigan Curiculum Framewark can bemund nn lh!

Michigan Department of Education web sita, www, michigan. govimde.

MEAP assessments ase mads up of multiole-cholce and essay Rems developed,
aditad and reviewed ssveral imes Dy Michigan aducators o A5SUre tha acouracy
and falimess of each fiem. This rapori contalns “raw scores” on sub-content
arsas, showing the number of points that can be earned and the number of
points actually earnad by your student. An overall scora Is also glven for each

contant araa {mathamasics, reading, wiising, total English language arls, Sclencs,

andior social shudles). Thass overall scores ars reportad on a stangard scale
that remains Stable across years. Elnally, the standard score range Is dhvidzd
Into pariormance levels Inglcaling the degree to which students achieved
Michigan standasds.

MEAP Guide to Reports — Grades 3 — 9

I you hawe Abodl this assessment, of this report,
pleasa talk to your Student's teacher or princlpal who will b2

able 1o assist you In Interpreting this repart.

c:enmnemhmlnummmgmeramumﬁe
assessMEnts. YOUr StUOSNTS SCOTES T2lec! parcimance on
a glvan day under stancardlzed administration peocadures.
The overall scores on sach sugject are the most stable of
WOUr Stugent's scores. SUD-SCOVES (107 domalns of Strands)
qummwmmm&em Items are usad

13 create those SCOMES. We SNcOLage parsnts 1o discuss
thesa results with the teacher whao can provide more
Infoemation by using rasults from ofher assessments and
classroom permormance. The teacher 15 In the best pasttion
mprame,_ In designing apEeopriats Instruction for
your student

MICHIGAN!
lication

District Mama: SAMPLE DISTRICT
District Code: 00000

Parent Report

Grade 03
Fall 2008

i tiggan Eebucationl Smeurent WP,

School kame: SAMPLE SCHOOL
School Code 00000

Report For:
First Name MI Last Name

UIG: 1234567800

Performancs Level Dascriptors

[Dear Parent or Guardian:

Duning Cctobar 2008, schoois adminsiensd the Michigan Educational Ass2ssmeEnt Program
{MEAP} assessmenis. The fedaral No C'1Id_eﬂB-Eﬂr£I (NCLE) law requiras al saudents In
tnrough €, Inclucing Student, %0 take e English language ars and mamematics

orages

Level 1: Advancsd

The stugent's performance excesds
grade level Sxpectations ano indicates
substantial understanding ang
appiication of kay concepls defined
Tar Michigan studems. The student
nesgs suppert o confinue b axcal.

AS5ESSMEns. S1J"EF|'SGSDMJ the coportunity 10 1A SHence assascmants In grases S ang
and 3.

B and social studies in grades & an

Within eacn periormande level (Advancsd, Praficient, Partialy Proticient ang Mot Praficient),
s.r-l:m for continued excelience and o
chieve grade kevel expeciations. Flease take

Infoemation has besn Incluged 1o encourage

support and Imiervention for shutents who did not ac

& MOmens 10 review This Inlormation shon on the right-nand Size of 1his page.

The MEAR assassmants MeasUre What & SIUCENT SHOUK KNow and be atie 10 4o In sach of the
suCject areas and graces assesssd, MEAR spetcally adresses coms

rowite:

Nl lentsed inme

Lewvel Z: Proflclent

The stugent's performance Indicaiss
ungerstanging and appilication of Key
grade level sxpeciations gefined for
Michigan studems. The sludent neads
continued support to malntain and
Impeove proficiency.

Mizhigan Curriculum Framewgoek. Most schoo's have agopied similar curriculum standards.
TN [25URs presentad In this repor provide A vald and relatie assessmeant of now well Stuzert
performed cverall I 2ach subjsct avea. assessed

W ENCOUrAgE you 10 JIS0UEE e MEAR rEsults for Studant with 12aChsrs and ommer scno
professignals who nave the peneft of knowing your shudent personally. Teachers are abie 1o
ance Irformation, to

use iz MEAF results, togeter with omher 12515 and classmom pestorm
provide & MOMe COMDIEtE ANANYEIS and plan far your shudent's ¢ :c-'nl'luEdIeanln_u

Parents and teachers have a greatsr aoportunity 1o Neip Students succeed when they work

10QETEr 10 ECOUIAgE SIUCEr Saming.
Sincarey,
p—

Michasi © Flanagan
Superintendant of Public instruction
Stata of Michigan

Lewel 3: Partially Proflcient

The slugent ne=gs assistancs o
Improve achlevement. The student's
per'oimance Is not yet profisient,
Indicating a partial understanding
ana appilcation of the grade leval
expectations denzd for Michigan
shugents.

Level 4: Not Proflcient

The shugent nesos Inkensive inbervention
ang SURDON 1o IMprove achievement.
The Shugent's performance IS not yet
profiglent and Indicaszs minimal
undarsianding and applicalion of the
grade level axpeciations oefinad for
Michigan students.

Aezultz for Student

Z008 hﬁn«ﬁ

* Sckencasocial shudles are not measured
I sy Grace. SO pmRI-0-pmar pogess
£annzt be rmpored,

Fall 2008 Fun Dabe: MMDOYYYY =

2007 Achlevement
Subject SCore Performance Level Pertormance Level *
Mathamatics 504 2-Proficient 2-Froficient
Sclence 556 i-Advanced '
Total ELA 551 i-Aovanced 1-Amvarced
S=agig 72 {-hovanced 1-Advarced
writng 508 2-Froficient 2-Proficient

-55-138
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English Language Arts

Reading: ¥our students r=ading Sooes IS reporisd on T Qraph Deow.

Laval 4 1| lewlz Lavvad 1
. Adwrad
Prafcint
72 |
s
= -] =
# g E El ]

Reaging Comaing
Werk Shudy
Maratve Text
remational Text
Comprehension

Writing: ¥ou ssucenss weling scone IS 1epartan on the grapi below.

Laval Lavel Luval
" Pl Fraficiar
Frafant

Laval 1
Acheancad

=24
RN

L i il

Writing Domaing
Writing Genres 2
Wrting Process &
Peesonal Stye 3
Grammar and Usags 3
Speling

On the reading ass=szment the students were aske=d 1o m=ad for und=rstanding
within arc across ters and arswer mutise-o !
smcling assessErs
Erglsh Languape A

Erpeciations (3LCES) 121 rr\:m: na.

The fabie at the k=t shows the poT=Yamed by your student, the

points possible witin =ach of T paris of the reading =st, and T
percent comect.
B STUZENT AT THE ADVANCED EL.

Uzed knowledges about reading §
and Insighttuly construct

Smemura - cegasbse
Fimszres - hassings, sumvion, [lsimsse, ne.

On the wiiting assessmant studenss were asked & wiks about & topk LSing feir
AT KNowiepE ang EXpariencE, answsr thidssn musiple-choics ouestions, ang
rEIDONG InwWiting b gprace (pemes] wriling ample. Al guestions on e
weiing assessmert are Dased uzon the Michigan Deparimend of Education English
Language Arts Geade Level Comdent Expeciadons {GLCES] forwiting.

Thi= talie at the l=tt shows tha
poinis possihie wimin =ach of
pesTent camsct.

e by your stugent
e pasts of e weting 1252, and e

B STUDENT AT THE FROFICIENT LEVEL

‘froie In & cleas and focused manner atout a tertval kea or sk used adequaile
onganizafion and rel=vart defalls; usad grade leve] appropriaie language; and used
standans 1o assass the qualty of Nishar cwn witing and the wilng of cthars.
‘itth Instnactional support, the student should maintain and Improve cnofldency.

Total Englizh Language Arts: vouw swdenr's Toml English Language Ans sooes |3 repansd on e grach beiow.

Laval 4 Laval 3 Laval 2 Laval 1
Hee Frafidani Mdwreed
Profidant
551
-+
[ " n 5
El L] ] H E

Englizh Language Arts {ELA] score IS & foial scocs Cased upon a student's
periomance on e separade reading and wiiting pasts of e assessment.

Mathematics and Science

Mathematica: vour stugent's mathamatics scons i reporied on the grap beioe.

At the beglnning cf fifin grad uderis are expected o o3
and compane whole numbers up i 1,000,000, They can fuently add and

read, wrils,

Laval
Acvunced

"

suttract muli-digh numbers, muticly teg-gla by three-cigh numbess, dvige:
- 13 sChve applieg

perstanging of tactors and

ruitigies, can estimate sums, d
walue of fre unk

oducts, and can ® '\cﬂ'e =

o

urgerstanaing of 1
part of & wncie and part of a sat, can Points  Poinis £
©on the numker line, and fnd equivalen: foms. The studenss are abi Matnzmatics Strands Eamed Posshie Coprec
sk Can comver o Cl.ﬂlle"u.f'll'ﬂ - 19
’ NuioE & Cpsraton B 4%
o smctangies The Stuerts undersied amg LS Sasls peoparties of £-0 and Aigebra
3D shapes 10-S0ilve proDiEms, Can Soive probiems companng data
Peesented In bar graphs and iaoles, and fing meglans. Measurament 7 12 SEy
The Maweradics Strands at the right show the poinis easned by
your student, fhe points possbis, and the perceant comect l;g;r".:_r,rj 2 7 208
& STUDENT AT THE FROFICIENT LEVEL Data & Proabilty 2 4 i
Feriormad math=matical ks, unoerstood concepls and sohved probi=ms
consistmnt with grace evel expectatianz. With instnactional suspa, the
Stutznt shoukd Malnesin and momve proticiency.
SCIENCE: Your student's scienoe score s reporied on ihe gaph beiow.
During fhe slemantany schaol grades, students cbeery 3 Lol 2 Loed '
science of lving things, the physical warkd arcund them, and the slements
arc proceszes that make up and atect Earth. Studs
skilis io construct new scientiic knowle =
obs=rnable world. They use their s=n:
uestions. Stugents stect on sclsmic -
evitience Supports decklons that may 3 5 B A g
Sclence Strands g;n.é ng; P
ot - o 3 2o
Tre Scimnce Strands af the tignt show the: poimts sarnsd by your ssusent, e Constr. Krowisage 12 = 2%
peims possible, and the percans conest mefiect Knowlatge 5 & Bime
A STUDENT AT THE ADVANCED LEVEL: LE= Srience g 11 Boeg
Designed investigations SRR =
conn=cted knowiscge of Prysical Selance E] 11 Bo=s
pe=santed |n the MChigan :
Hee www.mictigan.goviscience]. Earth Sclence & 9
should cordnue i =xcel
( I ) Student's Performance Level Change
Mathemares Reading Total ELA

"hit Iz the margin of sror (- 19
Tha clamand Indieases your chil?s GCak soms
Thas Bortzomal bar incloatss ha manghn of &

o1 i et subjet. This s yous coi's cverall SUDRECT SCE 52008 NG 16 L 1D Satmin the
. F your sruden had mhan his sama mat or a similar sest on ancthar cay, Ba'she would Iu,lua.s.:ﬁdwm'u s ranga.

your child act kved
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Last fall, student szoned near the high
erd of the proficient peformancs
level. This fall, student scorsd near
the low end of the proficient
performance kevel.

Last fall, studkent scored near the
middke of the advanced performance
level. This fall, Studert scored near
the middle of the advanced
peformance kel

Last fall, Student scored near the low

and of the advanced performance
level. This fall, Student scored near
the low end of the advanced
performance level.

Hota : The witing assessment Is not long encugh to preckly ciegorioe shudents’ year-bo-yaar progress,

Sckencw'soctal studies ara riot messured In avary orads so yearoowpsar progress cannot be repored.
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Class Roster Report

The Class Roster provides summary score information by class, for each strand and benchmark (GLCE) assessed within each
subject area, as well as detail information for each student assessed. The information for the initial and makeup MEAP tests are
reported separately within this report. This report may include multiple pages to report all strands, benchmarks (GLCEs), and
form of the test taken. Page numbers are printed in the center at the bottom of each report page.

Section A identifies the title of the report, the grade level reported, the test cycle, and the subject area. The district name and
code and the school name and code are provided as well as the teacher name and class/group code, if provided by the district.

Note: The Class Roster will list students who took the initial test first, followed by student who took the makeup test within a
class/group.

Section B lists each student’s name followed by their Unique ldentification Code (UIC), and Date of Birth (DOB).

Section C lists the scale score and performance level attained by the student for the previous and current year are reported as
well as the performance level change.

Section D provides the following information for each benchmark (GLCE), detailed by student:

e Benchmark or GLCE assessed

e« Core type (core, extended core, or future core) Future and extended core items are reported at the end of this
report, in the Totals column and future core items are shaded. Future core are not included in student scale
scores, strand totals, or performance levels.

e Number of points possible

« Number of points earned by the student

e Scores are subtotaled by strand

Section E reports the class/group mean score for each benchmark (GLCE), strand, and core type.
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Item Analysis Report

The Item Analysis Report provides summary information for each released multiple choice and constructed response item on
the Fall 2008 MEAP initial test (Forms 1-10), including the primary Michigan benchmark (GLCE) measured by each item. The
summary information reports the percentage of students selecting each response. The Item Analysis Report is generated for
three student populations:

e All students

e Students with disabilities (SWD)

e All except students with disabilities (AESWD)

The aggregate data is reported by class/group code (if provided), school, district, and state. This report may include multiple
pages. Page numbers are printed in the center at the bottom of each report page.

No items were released from the Fall 2008 MEAP makeup test (Form 11). Therefore no Item Analysis Report is provided for
groups of students who used the makeup test (Form 11).

Section A identifies the title of the report, the student population included in the report, grade level, assessment cycle, and
subject area. Also listed are the district name and code, school name and code, and the teacher name, class/group code, if
provided. The number of students assessed is also provided.

Section B lists the benchmark (GLCE) assessed, the Released Item Number, and the Item Type (core, extended core, future
core) for each multiple choice item.

The Fall 2008 MEAP Released Item documents for each grade level and subject area are posted on the MEAP website at
www.michigan.gov/meap.

Section C indicates the percentage of students selecting each response to the multiple choice questions in section B. A plus
sign (+) denotes the correct response.

Section D lists the Released Constructed Response Item Number, the benchmark (GLCE) assessed, and the Mean Score for the
reported population.

Section E reports the percentage of students achieving each score level on a constructed response item in Section D.
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Section F reports the number of student responses that received each Condition Code or Comment Code. The condition codes
and comment codes are reported at the individual student level on the Individual Student Report for the Fall 2008 MEAP
assessments.

¢ Condition Codes (student response receiving a 0 score):
A) Off topic/Insufficient
B) Written in a Language other than English/lllegible
C) Blank
D) No connection to the question (ELA Student Writing Sample only)

¢ Comment Codes provide additional feedback to students and educators on the extended response items for the
ELA Writing from Knowledge and Experience item. The numeric Comment Codes are defined on the reverse side
of the Item Analysis Report. They also appear on page 11 of this document.

Note: Some assessment items may be particularly difficult or easy. Educators may consider how well their student groups did
on an assessment item, benchmark, or strand in relation to the state results reported. State results provide a good comparison
for how easy or difficult an assessment item is for all students.

Several items are used to assess some benchmarks, while other benchmarks or strands may be assessed by only a single item.
A larger number of assessment items provide more reliable results. Both of these factors may make the interpretation of item
analysis reports more difficult.

Teachers may use the Item Analysis Report to pose a hypothesis about how a group of students has performed on a

benchmark or strand within a subject area. This hypothesis should be further evaluated using classroom and other assessment
information before making decisions to adjust curriculum or instruction.
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Summary Report

The Summary Report provides a comparative set of mean scale score information by grade level and the percentage of students
at each performance level. The fall 2008 summary reports include tables that detail student achievement transition from year-
to-year in reading, total ELA, and mathematics. The Summary Report is aggregated at the school, district, ISD, and state levels.
The Summary Report is generated for three student populations: All Students; Students with Disabilities (SWD); and All Except
Students with Disabilities (AESWD).

Section A identifies the title of the report and level of aggregation (school, district, ISD, state), the student population included in
the report, the grade level, and the assessment cycle. School, district, and ISD names and codes are included as applicable.

Section B provides summary achievement data for multiple years for each subject area. The summary data reported includes
the year, number of students assessed, mean scale score, scale score margin of error, percentage of students attaining each
performance level, and percentage of students that achieved Level 1 (Advanced) or Level 2 (Proficient) within each subject area.

Section C provides performance level change information for students in grades 4-8 who were in the previous grade in Fall 2007,
took the MEAP in both Fall 2007 and Fall 2008, and had a matching Unique Identification Code (UIC) for both years. This data is
currently provided for reading, total ELA, and math. The performance level change table provides the number and percentage of
students assessed in Fall 2008, who were also assessed in Fall 2007, for groups of students who were not previously proficient,
those who were previously proficient, and all students. The table provides an indication of student progress in five categories of
change (Significant Decline, Decline, Maintaining, Improvement, and Significant Improvement) within each subject area.

Section D provides a set of tables that track the changes in student performance from year-to-year in reading, total ELA, and
mathematics. Three tables delineate each of the transitions a student can demonstrate from year to year. These tables provide
student counts (D1), percentage of students in each cell (D2), and a final table with percents in each row (D3). Alternately,
section D1 shows the number of students making each transition from year to year, section D2 displays the percentage of
students who made each type of transition, and section D3 displays the percentage of students who started out in one
performance range that ended up in each of the performance ranges the next year.

Section E provides summary data for each domain or benchmark within each strand. The summary data reported includes the
code and descriptor for each GLCE or benchmark, the number of students assessed using that form, the mean points earned, the
total number of points possible, and the percentage of students earning each point value. This summary data will include
aggregate and mean data for all students using the assessment form assigned to the school.

Note: Section E will be included on the School Summary only. This summary data will not be meaningful at the district or ISD

level because the maximum number of points possible for each domain or benchmark will vary depending on the test form
administered. Districts will receive a copy of the School Summary Report for each school within their district.
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Reading Word Study 181 27 5 5 (1522|2820 2
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Reading Informational Text \__ __,.’ 181 1.2 3 25133 |20 18
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Writing Writing Genres 185 1.2 4 163242 2|0
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Wiriting Personal Style 185 0.2 2 32|53 | 15
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Demographic Report

The Demographic Report provides a summary breakdown of scores by demographic subgroup for each subject area assessed.
Summary data reported includes the number of students assessed in each subgroup, the mean scale score, the percentage of
students attaining each performance level, and the percentage of students in the “Advanced” or “Proficient” performance level
(Levels 1 & 2) within each subject area. The Demographic Report is generated for three student populations:

e All students

e Students with disabilities (SWD)

e All except students with disabilities (AESWD)

The demographic subgroup scores are aggregated by school, district, ISD, and state. The demographic subgroups reported
are:

e Gender

e Ethnicity

e Economically Disadvantaged (ED)

e English Language Learners (ELL)

e Formerly Limited English Proficient (FLEP)

e Migrant

e Homeless

Accommodations subgroups are also reported as follows:
e Standard accommodations (all students)
¢ Non-standard accommodations (all students)
e Standard accommodations (for English language learners)
e« Non-standard accommodations (for English language learners)

Note: 1) summary scores are not provided for subgroups containing less than ten students, and 2) students that have been
enrolled in your district for less than one full academic year (LTFAY) at the time of the MEAP administration are not reported as
a subgroup on this report. Calculation of this data for AYP purposes will be determined from the enroliment data submitted via
the new Educational Entity Master (EEM) [formerly the School Code Master]. LTFAY is defined by NCLB as less than 3 prior
count days (Fall 2008, Spring 2008, and Fall 2007).
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Section A identifies the title of the report and the level of aggregation (school, district, ISD, state), the student population
included in the report, the grade level, and the assessment cycle. School, district, and ISD names and codes are included as
applicable.

Section B lists the demographic subgroups, as well as the total student population being reported. Ethnicity subgroups are
defined by federal requirements.

Section C reports the number of students included in the subgroup, the mean scale score, the percentage of students attaining
each performance level, and the percentage of students in the “Advanced” and Proficient” performance levels (Levels 1 & 2)
within each subject area.

This is a multiple-page report with ELA scores reported on one page and mathematics, science, and social studies scores
reported on another page for each of the three student population groups:

e All Students

e Students with disabilities (SWD)

e All except students with disabilities (AESWD)
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MICHIGAN@
Diapartrmentof

Education

SCHOOL DEMOGRAPHIC REPORT
All Students

mea

Michigan Educational Axsessment

Pragram

Grade 04
District Mame: SAMPLE DISTRICT Fall 2008 School Mame: SAMPLE SCHOOL
District Code: 00000 School Code: 00000
READING WRITING TOTAL ELA
Moo of | Mean Percent at Mo of | Mean Percent at Moo of | Mean Percant at
Students | Scale | Leve! | Lewe! | Lewsl | Lewel |Levels | Students | Scale | Leve' | Leve | Lewe! | Lewsl |Lewels | Students | Scale | Lewel | Lewe! | Lewel | Lews! |Lewels
School Azsessed [Soore | 4 2 1182 Asceszed | Score 3 2 1 152 Ascesced [ Seore | 4 2 1 f1aze
Total All Students 25 401 | 12% | 32% | 58% 0% | 568% 28 agz2 0% | 77% | 22% 0% | 23% 25 308 | 12% | 40% | 45% | 0% | 48%
P AN
Gender B & C )
IMale 12 400 | 17% | 32% | 50% | 0% | 50% 13 383 ] E&‘lﬁ;‘ 1% 0% | 31% iz IG5 | 17% | 33% | 50% | 0% | 50%
Femals i3 402 | 2% | 31% [ 82% | 0% | 82% 13 380 0% | 85% [ 15% | 0% | 15% 13 JEE | 8% | 48% [46% | 0% | 45%
Ethnicity
American Indian/Alaskan Mative <10 <10 =10
Asian/Pacific Islander
Black, Mot of Hispanic Origin 12 405 | 17% | 25% | 58% | 0% | 58% 12 304 0% | 75% | 25% 0% | 25% 12 402 | 17% | 25% | 58% | 0% | 58%
Hispanic <10 <10 =10
White, Not of Hispanic Origin <10 =10 =10
Multiracial
Additional Reporting Groups
Economically Disadvantaged: Yes 24 400 | 13% | 33% | 54% | 0% 54% 26 302 | 0% | TE% | 24% | D% | 24% 24 367 | 13% | 429% | 48% | D% | 48%
Mo =10 =10 =10
Englizh Language Learners: Yes =10 =10 =10
Mo 22 402 | 14% | 27% | 50% | 0% 58% 23 g2 | 0% T4% | 26% | 0% | 26% 22 390 | 14% | 26% | 50% | 0% 50%
Formally Limited English Proficient <10 <10 =10
Migrant
Homeless
Accommodations
Standard -- All =10 <10 =10
Monstandard -- All **
Standard -- ELL Only
MNonstandard -- ELL Only **
*  Walue may not equal the exact sum of level 1 & level 2 due to rounding. < 10= Mo summary scores prowided if less than 10 students
*  Results for these students are invalid and not reported. Page 1 of & Fall 2008 Run Date: MM/ODMYYYY o
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Comprehensive Report
The Comprehensive Report provides a comparative set of mean scale score information for each grade level by subject area.
The District Comprehensive Report lists data for the district, followed by each school within the district. The ISD Comprehensive
Report provides the data for the ISD as a whole, followed by each public school district and public school academy (PSA) within
the ISD. It also includes the percentage of students in each school at each performance level.

Section A identifies the title of the report, the level of aggregation (District or ISD), and the student population included in the
report, the grade level and the assessment cycle. District and ISD names and codes are included as applicable.

Section B identifies the ISD, district and schools as determined by the report aggregation (District or ISD).

Section C provides the number of students assessed, the mean scale score, the percentage of students at each performance
level, and the percentage of students who achieved a Level 1 or 2.

This is a multiple page report with ELA scores reported on one page and mathematics, science and social studies reported
on another page.
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MlCHlGAN@
Departrment of

Education

DISTRICT COMPREHENSIVE REPORT
All Students

mea

Michigan Educational Assessment

Program

Grade 04
District Mame: SAMPLE DISTRICT Fall 2008
District Code: 00000
READING WRITING TOTAL ELA
Mo of | Mean Perzent at Mo of | Mean Percent at Mo.of | Mean Percent at
. Students | Scale | Leve | Lewel | Lews! | Lewsl |Lewels | Students | Scale | Level | Leve! | Lewe! | Lewsl | Lewels | Students | Scale | Lewel | Lewel | Leve! | Lewsl | Lewsls

District Ascessed | Soore 4 3 2 1 182" | Assessed | Score 4 3 2 1 152" Assessad | Score 4 3 2 1 182"
SAMPLE DISTRICT 280 | 420 | 1% | 12% [ 55% [ 22% [evw | 281 | 306 | 0% [s52% [47% | ow | 47w | 230 | 419 | 1% | 8w | 72 | 10% | 21%
SAMPLE SCHOOL 1 { R \ T8 420 | 1% | 14% | 53% | 22% | 85% Ta 264 i 52":‘- 47% 0% | 47% Ta 417 | 1% | 16% | 72% [ 10% | 32%
SAMPLE 5CHOOL 2 \ / 45 426 | 2% | 27% | 44% | 2% | T1% 47 304 \LEI% 5 473 0% | 47% 45 416 | 2% | 31% | 58% | 11% | 7%
SAMPLE SCHOOL 2 34 446 0% 2% | 28% | 50% | 67% 34 401 :IR FBE‘K: G623 0% | 62% 34 431 0% G% | B2 | 12% | 4%
SAMPLE SCHOOL 4 25 422 | Do | 16% | 4% | 20% | 84% 25 385 0% | 72% | 28% 0% | 28% 25 413 0% | 24% | 58% | 2% | 7%
SAMPLE SCHOOL S 28 437 | 4% T% | B0% | 39% | BO% 28 404 0% | 239% [B81% 0% | 61% 28 428 | 4% T% | T1% | 12% | BO%
SAMPLE SCHOOL 6 2 431 0% 0% | 68% | 21% | 100% a2 388 0% | 53% | 47% 0% | 47% 2 420 0% | 2% | Ba% | 3% | 1%
SAMPLE SCHOOL 7 28 426 0% | 14% | 68% | 17% | 26% 28 280 0% | 72% | 28% 0% | 28% 28 414 0% | 24% | 56% | 10% | 7%
SAMPLE SCHOOL 8 7 426 0% B9 | T1% | 24% | 4% 17 388 0% | 41% | 56% 0% | S8% 17 416 0% | 24% | 7% 0% | 78%

14 2- Advanzed and Proficient

1 - Advanced

2-Proficient

3 - Partially Preficiant *Walue may not equal the exact sum of level 1 & level 2 dus to rounding.

4 - Mot Proficient = 10 = Mo summary scores provided if less than 10 students.

Fage 10of2 Fall 2008 Rum Date: MM/DDNYYYY  POPDT400G
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DISTRICT COMPREHENSIVE REPORT ITleQ

MICHIGAN All Students Michigan Educational Assessment
EdDepalmtcf
uca lon Grade ﬂ4
District Nams: SAMPLE DISTRICT Fall 2008
District Code: 00000
MATHEMATICS
Mo of | Mean Percent at
o Students | Scale | Lewe! | Lewe! | Lewe! | Lewel |Lewels
District Assessed [ Score [ 4 3 2 1 [1&a2"
SAMPLE DISTRICT 254 425 0% | 11% | 54% | 25% | 28%
/T ™N
SAMPLE SCHOOL 1 | b ) 31 |42 | fow )@ | e |40 [os%
SAMPLE SCHOOL 2 \\u.._../ 48 416 Z?ﬁ,éﬂ% 23% | 73%
SAMPLE SCHOOL 3 35 432 0% | 6% | 48% | 48% | B4%
SAMPLE SCHOOL 4 28 421 0% | 11% | 8% | 21% | 868%
SAMPLE SCHOOL 5 28 430 0% | 7% | G7% | 35% | 23%
SAMPLE 5CHOOL 6 33 428 0% | 2% | 48% | 42% | 81%
SAMPLE SCHOOL 7 28 417 0% | 17% | 68% | 177% | 23%
SAMPLE SCHOOL & 17 423 0% 0% | 76% | 24% |100%

1 & 2 - Advanced and Proficient
1 - Achanced

2 - Proficient

3 - Partially Proficient

T * Walue maynot equal the exact sum of level 1 & level 2 dus to rounding.
£ - Not Proficient

<10 = Mo summary scorss provided if less than 10 students.

Fage 2of 2 Fall 2008 Run Date: MMDDYYYYY  POFDT400G
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Contact Information

Michigan Educational Assessment Program (MEAP) coordinators and assessment administrators should become familiar with the
report layouts and information contained in this document. If district MEAP coordinators have questions after reviewing this
guide, please contact the Michigan Department of Education, Office of Educational Assessment and Accountability, using the
contact information listed below.

Office of Educational Assessment and Accountability

Joseph Martineau, Executive Director, Educational Assessment & Accountability
Vincent Dean, Interim Manager, Assessment

Steve Viger, Psychometrician

Paul Bielawski, Manager, Educational Accountability

William Brown, Coordinator, Test Development
James Griffiths, Manager, Assessment Administration and Reporting
Wendy Gould, English Language Arts Assessment Consultant
Kyle Ward, Mathematics Assessment Consultant
Rodger Epp, Science Assessment Consultant
Ruth Isaia, Social Studies Assessment Consultant
Sue Peterman, Department Specialist, MEAP Assessment Administration and Reporting
Emily Taylor, Department Analyst, MEAP Administration and Reporting

Phone: 1-877-560-8378
Fax: 517-335-1186
Web site: www.michigan.gov/meap (current MEAP information, assessment results, released items)
Email: meap@michigan.gov
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STATE OF MICHIGAN
STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION

Kathleen N. Straus — President
John C. Austin — Vice President
Carolyn L. Curtin — Secretary
Marianne Yared McGuire — Treasurer
Nancy Danhof NASBE Delegate
Elizabeth W. Bauer
Reginald M. Turner
Casandra E. Ulbrich

EXOFFICIO
Jennifer M. Granholm — Governor
Michael P. Flanagan — Superintendent of Public Instruction

MICHIGAN \

Ediication

608 West Allegan Street
P.O. Box 30008
Lansing, MI 48909

MICHIGAN STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION
STATEMENT OFASSURANCE OF COMPLIANCE WITH FEDERAL LAW

The Michigan State Board of Education complies with all Federal laws and regulations prohibiting discrimination and with all requirements and regulations

of the U.S. Department of Education. It is the policy of the Michigan State Board of Education that no person on the basis of race, color, religion, national
origin or ancestry, age, sex, marital status, or handicap shall be discriminated against, excluded from participation in, denied the benefits of, or otherwise be
subjected to discrimination in any program or activity for which it is responsible or for which it receives financial assistance from the U.S. Department of
Education.




